His grandparents were among the earliest Mormon pioneers to settle in the Salt Lake Valley, and his mother and father met at Brigham Young University (BYU). His father went on to take a bachelor's degree at the University of Michigan, a law degree from the University of Utah, and a Ph.D. in education from the University of California at Berkeley. The senior Kirkham taught at BYU, served as Utah's director of education, and was the superintendent of the largest school district in the state. The Kirkham parents emphasized the importance of education: each of their six children graduated from college, and each of the three sons obtained an advanced degree. Francis' brother, Don, became a distinguished physicist.
Justice George Sutherland served on the Supreme Court from 1922 to 1938, but employed only four clerks during his tenure. He inherited his first clerk, S. Edward Widdifield, from his predecessor, Justice John H. Clarke; three others were graduates of George Washington University's law school.
the LDS Church in England, and spent six adventure-filled months backpacking around Europe and the Middle East with a friend. For a time he worked at some of the farms his father owned, but regional droughts drove the father to New York to serve as the director of the National Child Welfare Association, and the son in 1927 to George Washington University (GWU) to complete his undergraduate degree and to study law. 26 Kirkham received his A.B. from GWU in 1930, and graduated first in his law school class the following year. To pay his way through school, he worked part-time at the Interstate Commerce Commission and later in the Washington office of the Cravath firm. During Kirkham's final year of law school, a chance conversation between Justice Sutherland and Bill Allison, a Kirkham friend who was deputy clerk of the Supreme Court, resulted in Kirkham being invited to interview with the Justice. Sutherland winnowed the field to two candidates, Kirkham and a graduate of Columbia University Law School. Sutherland then arranged a competition for the finalists. He gave each of them several sets of the briefs and records of cases in the Supreme Court, and asked them to prepare memoranda for him. Kirkham labored all night in the law school library on the assignment, and Sutherland selected him for the position. Kirkham worked part-time for Sutherland alongside Alan Gray while he was completing his studies and taking the D.C. bar examination, on which Sutherland informed him that he received the highest score among the 480 students sitting for that administration. He began clerking for Sutherland full time at the outset of the 1931 Term. "None has used those exceptional gifts and experiences with greater skill in achieving a national reputation as a superb advocate" and "a devoted and compassionate friend." Kirkham had "a rare combination of qualities: a strong constitution, boundless energy and vitality, resourcefulness, the will and tenacity to master his profession," and "confidence in his capacity to deal with any issue that involved the law." "His pioneer background" had given him "a sturdy independence, a sense of responsibility," and "individual initiative." "Few lawyers" could "match the quality of his writing: clear and simple, plain and compelling, seemingly effortless." Kirkham was a "tall, handsome figure, dignified, courteous, with a warm, confident personality, a quick and easy smile, a resonant voice." He was "a formidable courtroom adversary" who had "made friends of his adversaries." O'Brien described Kirkham as a gentle, compassionate, modest person who loved "life," "nature," "song and laughter," "his myriad was "a great lawyer" who "fashioned a memorable career at the Bar." It was, O'Brien concluded, "difficult to conceive that a single lawyer [could] that he regularly had the highest marks in his class." The firm was Sullivan & Cromwell; the doodling student was John Foster Dulles. Near the end of his career Darrell wrote that following Fraser's advice was a decision that he never regretted.so In his conversation with Darrell about his future, Butler told him about two of his former associates from Minnesota who had pursued divergent professional paths. One accepted an offer with a New York firm and "worked hard in his practice, made a lot of money and gave a lot to charity but he never married. He rode the subways, was little known in his community and played no part in community affairs." The other lawyer declined a New York firm's offer and instead remained in St. Paul. He "lived very comfortably with his wife and family on his income of a hundred thousand to one hundred fifty thousand dollars a year, was widely known and greatly admired in his community in which nothing of great importance happened without his participation." Years later, Butler and Darrell "had a good laugh" over the story and the subsequent history of its protagonists. One illustration of Johnson's concern for his staff occurred when Jones and Latimer decided to enroll in evening classes at Georgetown's Law School in the fall of 1934. Johnson gave each of them a raisefor Jones it was an additional $150 per yearand made sure that they had two to three hours free each day to study.1 5 0 (Jones turned out to be a diligent student, completing his first year of law school at Georgetown; but Johnson, who briefly enrolled along with them, never studied, didn't enjoy the experience, and soon 
Conclusion
The careers of some of the clerks for these "conservative" Justices may seem at first blush counterintuitive, but only because of the power of such reductive political taxonomy to mislead. It may seem odd that Luther Jones became one of the nation's leading criminal defense attorneys, until we recall that Chief Justice Hughes regarded Butler as a stickler for the protection of the rights of the accused,1 80 so much so that his It is also noteworthy that so many of the Four Horsemen's clerks pursued careers in public service, and particularly with the federal government. There are at least two possible factors helping to explain this. First, particularly in the 1930s, the expansion of the federal government often offered more promising career prospects to young lawyers than did the private sector.' 8 7 Relatedly, many of these clerks were raised and/or educated in Washington, and probably wished to remain there. Washington was a government town, and the government was where the employment opportunities lay. At first blush it may seem curious that so many of these clerks entered government service when their Justices had fought so tenaciously for limited government. And to be sure, there is no gainsaying the irony of the subsequent activities of some of the McReynolds clerks: John Fowler's work on the Gold Clause Cases; Tench Marye's and T. Ellis Allison's service in the National Recovery Administration; Allison's contributions to the drafting of the Social Security Act; Marye's work for the Social Security Administration. Indeed, one is tempted to wonder whether these activities may have been in part reactions against their experiences with the Justice. At the same time, however, we must remember that limited government is not no government, and that with the exception of Butler, who served on the Court for sixteen years, each of the Four Horsemen spent the bulk of his professional life in some form of public service.' 88 Thus, it is misleading to characterize Sutherland or his fellow Horsemen as men "against the state."1 89 They were instead, like many of their clerks, men of the state.
A review of the careers ofthe clerks ofthe Four Horsemen also serves to highlight the anomalous character of the case of John Knox, the only clerk of the Four Horsemen about whom much has been written previously. To be sure, only a few of these men rose to what might be regarded as the heights of their professions. But a great many of them had interesting and varied careers, achieving admirable success in business, private practice, government service, or some combination of these. Moreover, unlike the unfortunate, isolated Mr. Knox, most of them seem to have been blessed with fulfilling family and social lives, and were actively engaged in the affairs of their communities.
This may help to explain why these other clerks did not write comparable remembrances of their service in chambers. Unlike Mr. Knox, who was lonely and often at loose ends, they had busy lives and other things to do.
Despite all of the interesting variation in the careers of the clerks of the Four Horsemen, however, they share one common similarity: Unlike the clerks for Holmes, Brandeis, and Stone, and their many successor Justices, not a single one of them developed a career as a law professor. This, too, may help to account for the absence of a clerkship remembrance literature, which has been generated predominantly by academics. And relatedly, I would suggest that this fact has had a powerful effect on the ways in which these Justices have been perceived by the academy, and by the legal profession at large. But that is a story for another day. 
